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THE PRESIDENT: I will begin the session by reading the judgement of 
the Tribunal upon the application made by Counsel for the Defendant Hess, 


- 


The Tribunal has given careful consideration to the motion of Counsel 


for the Defendant Hess, and it has had the advantage of hearing full argu- 
ment upon it both from the Defense and from the Prosecution, The Tribunal 


has also considered the very full medical reports, which have been made on 


the condition of the Defendant Hess, and has come to the conclusion that 


no grounds whatever exist for a further examination to be œdered, 

After hearing the statement of the Defendant Hess in court yesterday, 
and in view of all the evidence, the Tribunal is of the opinion that the 
Defendant Hess is capable of standing his trial at the present time, and 
the motion of Counsel for the Defense is, therefore, denied, and the trial 


will proceed, 


- 
- 


Now the witness under examination should come back to the witness box. 

(ERWIN LAHOUSEN, resumed the stand and testified further as follows: ) 

MR. G. D. ROBERTS: May it please the Tribunal, Sir David Maxwell Fyfe 
said yesterday he had no questions to ask this witness, He has now requested 
me very shortly to cross examine this witness on one incident mentioned in 
the Indictment, namely, the murder of fifty R.A.F. officers who escaped from i 
Stalag Luft 3 in March of 1944. 

THE PRESIDENT; You said to cross examine, 

MR. G., D. ROBERTS: I should have said examine., I realize that falls 
in the part of the Indictment, which is being dealt with by the Prosecutors 
for the USSR, My Lord, I have mentioned that matter to General Rudenko, who 
with his usual courtesy and kindness, has said that he has no objection to 
my asking some questions on that matter. 


THE PRESIDENT: Very well, 
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BY MR. G. D. ROBERTS: 

Q Might I ask you this: Did you hear of the matter from any of your 
brother officers? 

A No. I heard nothing about it whatsoever, 

Q You can't assist the Court at all with the matter? 

A No; in no way, 

CROSS EXAMINATION 
BY DR. EGON KUBUSCHOK (Counsel for Defendant Von Papen): 

Q Whisk, you stated yesterday that you were an intimate friend 
and collaborator with Admiral Canaris., Since I cannot address my question 
directly to Admiral Canaris, I ask you to make reply to me, namely, as 
regards the following: Did Admiral Canaris know about von Papen's attitude 
toward Hitler's war policies, and how did Admiral Canaris express himself 
to you on that point? 

A First, I should like to make a slight correction in the question 
addressed to me, I never asserted that I was an intimate friend of Canaris!, 
Pieckenbrock was a friend of Canarist, To be sure I was one of his con- 
fidants, From this relationship, however, I recall as regards von Papents 
and Canaris?’ attitude toward the question, that the Counsel has just brought 
up, that these attitudes were negative, 

Q Was this negative attitude directed only towards the war policies, 
or directed also toward all the violent methods used in the execution of this 
policy? 

A I can and must, according to my best memory, answer this question 
in connection with a conversation that Admir-1 Canis had with von Papen, 
at which I was present, and I can answer in the affirmative. 

Q Did you know that Papen mide expressed opinions to Canaris that 
from the politic’1 side, opposition to Hitler's policies was not possible, 
and that such opocsition voule. have to be sought in the ranks of the mil- 
itary? 

A In this connection, that is to say in the immediate connection as 
it was formulated later, I personally do not know anything. That is to say 


I, personally, was not a witness of any such conversation between Canaris 
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and von Papen in which this question was touched on; and I cannot remember 
today whether Canaris ever told me anything regarding such conversations 
with von Papen. It is quite possible, but I cannot recall it and con- 
sequently my oath as witness does not allow me to make any statment on it, 

Q Do you believe, to sum up, that Canaris! attitude toward von Papen 
was such that Papen stayed in his political capacity in order to be able to 
exercise a mitigating influence? 

A I believe so, or to concretize it, according to the total impression 
that I have on this mtter, 

BY DR. OTTO NELTE (Counsel for Defendant Keitel): 

Q Lawyer Nelte, Counsel for Defendant Keitel, My client asked me to 
present you with the following questions: From what time on did you know 
Canaris and Pieckenbrock? 

A I knew Canaris and Pieckenbrock from the year 1937 on, as a result 
of my previous activity in the Austrian intelligence service, 

Q Did there exist at that time, between Admiral Canaris! Abwehr 
Section and you, any relationships of a military nature? 

A There were no such connections with the Austrian intelligence 
service, but there were such with the Austrian federal army. The German 
armed forces had at that time a purely military communication for the 
exchange of information with Austria for the purpose of collaboration in 
the intelligence department. This happened with my knowledge, So far as 
I have been able to ascertain, this was purely military work, that con- 
centrated on the exchange of military information regarding Austria and its 
neighboring countries, 

Q May I ask if this contact between you and Canaris was also a personal 
matter, and to what extent you knew how the Austrian Army felt about the 


question of Anchluss? 
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A All questions of a political nature, particularly, the question of 
Anschluss, or the illegal Nazi Party, which at that time was a very acute 
problem, were conpletely excluded from the intelligence department. These 
matters were handled by Graf Marogna, who was the official go-between with 
Canaris and Colonel General Beck. 


Q If I understand you correctly, you wish to say that the personal 


touch, contact, dii not take that direction, that the Austrian members of the 


General Staff informed you of anything regarding their attitude towards the 
Anschluss? 

A So far as this personal contact is concerned, it took place on one 
day, namely on the first day when I was on Austrian soile It took place in 
the office of the War Ministry in Austria. He was then Chief of the 
General Staff, or a member of the General Staff in the German Arny. 

THE PRESIDENT: Can you not hear what was said? 

DR. OTTO NELTE: Noe 

THE PRESIDENT: Would you please repeat the question. 

BY DR. OTTO NELTE: 

Q I asked the witness to what extent the personal contact between 
the German General Staff, or intelligence section, existed with those in 
Austriae 

A First of all, there was no such personal contact in the sense that 
the word is being used here, The contact, such as it actually was, and of 
which there are witnesses in this room here -= von Papen must be informed of 
this personally -- it had not to do with questions, which I spoke personally 
about with Canaris, but in which I acted onthe commission of ny chief. In 
none of these cases was the question of Anschluss or internal political 
Austrian problems discussed, So far as I am concerned, of course, it was 
not discussed, and so far as Canaris is concerned. He, of course, also 
avoided it. 

Q What was your activity in the Abwehr Office 2? 

A In the Abwehr Section 2, which I took over at the beginning of 1939, 
as I described it yesterday, I am willing to repeat it if you wish, this 


activity did not have its own designation actually; its function embraced 
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various functions and actions, which I can define very precisely: acts of 
destruction, acts of sabotage, or prevention of sabotage, or in general 
those activities that are carried out by commandos. It was the function 
of this division to coordinate these activities and to bring them into 
relationship with the military necessities, or the plans of the General 
Staff. 

Q Who, in general, gave you your orders as regards coordinating these 
activities with the nilitary activities? 

A Wy orders were received usually from my Chief, Canarise 


Q Iwas referring to the office, whether it came from the OKH or the 


A It came from the OKW usually. Usually it came from the OKW, as 
represented by the Chief at that tine of the OK7, Keitel, or the Chief 
of the Fuehrung Stab; and when the Gencral Staff, or the Air Force Fuehrung 
Stab were involved in my undertaking, the order, so far as I can best 
remember was also transmitted by the Armed Forces Fuehrung Stabe All these 
orders, whatever their source may have been, came through the same channels tc 
the Abwehr Section, and were thus transmitted to me. 

Q Are you now describing the official channels through which you 
received the orders, or are you defining where the orders came from, whether 
they came from the OKW, the Army, the OKH, or the Fuehrung Stab; or whether 
they were simply transmitted by way of or via the OKWI? 

A So far as I personally can make a statement on this, I was simply 
in touch with my chief, Admiral Canaris. I know from him of his connection 
with the gentlemen in the Army Fuehrung Stab, occasionally; also with 
the gentlemen of the General Staff of the Army. I could mention specific 
cases from memory, but in general, the events were such as I described them. 

Q Is it true that Keitel, as the Chief of the OKW, at first every year, 
and then from 1936 on, in shorter periods, spoke to the officials and 
section chiefs of the OKW; and on such occasions pointed out to then, 
specifically, that everyone who believed that something was being asked 
of him that his conscience would not allow him to carry out, he would be so 


kind as to tell him, namely, Keitel? 
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A It is true that the Chief of the OKY at that time would speak 
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before this circle several times -- I cannot, of course, remember his 
precise words -— and that he did make this statement, which could be so 
interpreted. As to run the risk in those cases to which I bore witness 
yesterday, the risk of speaking so clearly and openly, as acquaintances 
of Canaris wore able to speak at any time, s.ch an occasion was not 
presented by Keitel, 

Q Do I understand you corre¢tly to mean that you do not wish to 
challenge, in principle, the fact that Keitel actually said these words? 

A I can neither challenge it, nor can I add anything to it, because 
I do not precisely recall ite I do recall that these addresses or 
conferences took place, and it is altogether possible that the Chicf of the 
OKW at the tine used those words, or might have used theme I can only add 
what I have already said. 

Q Is it true that on several occasions, you, in the compmy of 
Admiral Canaris, as'well as alone, were in the presence of the Chief of the 
OKW, in order to discuss plans or undertakings with Keitel, which were in 
the purview of your official duties? 

A Of course, I said a great deal about that yesterday; and I do not 
fvel £ have the right to talk about such things unless I personally was there, 

Q I had the impression, as if in many respects you were being used as 
a mouthpiece for Admiral Canaris, among other things, through your 
qgotations in his diary. 

A The impression is completely fallacious. I am no mouthpiece, and 
as to that which I said then and now, I retain my complete independence, 

I have never allowed myself, nor shall I ever allow myself, to become the 
mouthpiece of any conception, or to make any statements that run contrary 
to my inner convictions and my conscience. 

Q You misunderstood me if you believe that I used the word 


"mouthpiece" as a derogative. I simply wanted to bring attention to the 


remarks that have their source in Canaris! diary. 


A Yes, I did assist Canaris in his diary, in matters which Canaris 
was personally concerned, and in matters, since he was dead, he could make 
no statement. Since I knew of it, knew a great deal, and in great detail, 


I took it upon myself to say what I knows 
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Q Did the Defendant, Keitel, ever ask the question, or communicate with » 


Abwehr Section, as regards whether or not there were Nazis in that section? 
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A He answered such ETE A in elaborate detail in the 
aforementioned conferences. I know that in such an official 
position as the OKW, he tolerated in officers no attitudes of 
mind that ran contrary to a belief in a final victory, or to a 
complete obedience to the Fuehrer, 

Q Could not these statements be interpreted as requirements 
of a military nature, obedience in a military set, or must they be 
understood politically? 

A Of course, they were military, but there could be no 
doubt that they were also political, since any discrimination was 
made in this matter or recognized, It was supposed to be a unit, 
the National Socialistic Armed Forces, That touches the basic problem, 

Q Do you then believe that the basic attitude was still 
essentially military? 

A The basic attitude was or should have been by first order, 
a National Socialistic; and only in segond order, a military 
attitude, or any sort of attitude. 

Q You said "should have been," 

A Yes, because that actually was not the case, 

Q You said that in first line it was military and not 
National Socialistic,. 

A It should have been, according to our interpretation, but 
according to the attitude represented by the Chief of the OKW at that 
tixe -- whether he received that as an order or not, I am not in a 
position to say, as I wasn't there--but according to his opinion tha, 
it should be a question of absolute obedience in a National Socialistic 
sense. 

Q Do you know anything about the attitude of the generals 
towards this problem? 

A Of course, I do, because immediately after such conferences, 
as: have been mentioned here, this theme was discussed, and a lively 


exchange of opinions took place, and a large number of those who were 


695 





ree HMI 
H0012 -0010 


present =-= I can name them; some of them are here =- took a negative 
attitude to the requirement that the orientation should be so 
National Socialistic, 

Q Yesterday, on the occasion of the discussion of the meeting 
that took place in the Fuehrer's train, in September of 1939, as 
regards the communication of the Chief of the OKW to you, you said 
that the Defendant, Keitel, had expressed himself to you, or rather 
had expressed himself to the gentlemen present: "These measures 
had been determined between the Fuehrer and Goering. He, Keitel, 
had no influence on them, The Fuehrer and Goering telephoned 
frequently back and forth, Sometimes he knew something about it; 
sometimes I did, too," 

A You have taken it down correctly. What I said then, I 
have reported in my notes; and I repeated it here in the same way 
that it was registered in my notes, 

Q May I ask whether your remark: "Sometimes I find out about 
it, sometimes I don't", relates to a concrete, specific case, or was 
that a general rule? 

A That is to be understood as a general statement, so far as 


I can bear witness to it today, to the best of my remembrance, 


Q At this conference in the Fuehrer's train, on the 12th of 


September, 1939, you spoke further of the transmission of the 
political goals which, according to you, had their source in 
Ribbentrope 

A That is correct. 

Q And you said that the Defendant, Keitel, transmitted these 
political goals to those who were present; and the same way with 
vespect to the order regarding Warsaw, namely, the bombardment of 
Warsaw. 

A Well, so far as the air bombardment of Warsaw was concerned, 
according to the best of my memory, and what I have reported in the 


files, I can say that in this regard, as also in regards the matter 
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of the shootings in Poland, Canaris took the initiative in these 
matters, in that he pointed out the terrible political international 
repercussions that such behavior might have, 

Q I should now like to ask you whether Keitel, on the occasim 

when the order to bombard Warsaw was made known, whether Keitel didn't 
specifically point out that said action was planned only to take plac ẹ 
if Warsaw did not surrender, after it had been approached through 
parliamentary ways; and that first of all, Warsaw should be given an 
opportunity to capitulate without being bombarded? 

A I cannot recall the precise words in which such took place, 
but so far as my knowledge of that gencral situation is concerned, it 
is quite possible, indeed probable, that the Chief of the OKW, at the 
time, Keitel, did make this remark, 

Q Do you know that the Commander in Chief of the Army at that 
time, von Brauchitsch, and the Chief of the OKW, Keitel, before the 
Polish War began, specifically objected to the use of Commandos and 
Gestapo, and rejected their use; and in so doing, had the agreement 
of Hitler? 

A No, that was not known to me, and could not have been known 


to me, according to my subordinate position at that time. I do not 


wish to over-cmphasize the importance of my official position, 


Q Thero is also here a question of knowledge of a document, 
which was transmitted to all departments and sections of the OKW, 
as you probably remember from yesterday, They were the so-called 
directives; and in these directives, there appears, in contrary to 
what happened later -- 

THE PRESIDENT: I think you were going a little bit too fast, 

Q (continuing) I said that in connection with such military 
actions, the orders and directives were mimeographed and generally 
made known, no doubt. 

A So far as my specific department is concerned, such orders 


were not definitive, and I had nothing to do with them. 
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Q Since later you were brought into a discussion of these 
questions, and since you emphasize that the orders were not 
literally known to you -- 

A Of course, a great deal was known to me, because I heard ite 

Q For that reason, I want to ask you whether you recall that 
the Gestapo and SD were used, contrary to the specific intentions 
and wishes of the OKW, in the matter of the Polish War? 

A Ido not remember that anymore. I can only speak of what 
I remember, and what is registered in the files, and in there, there 
is something regarding this theme, namely, a remark of Hitler's that 
was transmitted by Keitel at that time, namely, that the Armed Forees 
objected to that behavior, the Armed Forces and the OKH; and in this 
memorandum, there were indications of this objection, namely, that 
the Gestapo and the SD were doing such things. That is all that I 
know, because I was present at these discussions. 

Q During this conversation, were you not told that an objection 
to the behavior of the SS was brought up, on the part of 
General Blaskowitz? 

A Whether or not this question was brought up in this 
conference, I cannot recall. I can hardly assume that it was $0, 
because otherwise the question would be registered in the minutes of 
that conference, It was particularly General Blaskowitz, whose 
attitude in such matters was very clear, but aside from this 
conversation in the Fuehrer's train, I remember in its esseree 
something about what was just brought up, namely, Blaskowitz, on 
that occasion -- I cannot say what form that objection took, 


whether it was in 
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writing or in words, but I do remember the general theme; and I do recall 
that in a conference at which I was present, such matter was mentioned. 

Q What appears to me to be important in this matter, is the fact that 
actually the Armed Forces, the troops, protested, or at least had a nega- 
tive attitude toward the behavior of the SS. 

A That the Armed Forces did object, is, of course, clear, 

Q That is what I wanted to know. 

i One moment, please. When I say "the /rmed Forces," I mean the masses 
of common soldiers, the ordinary human beings. Of course, there were in 
these Armed Forces -- I do not wish to be misunderstood. The concept 
'tirmed Forces" does not include everybody--I mean, the great masses of 
common soldiers and thinking human beings. 

Q You use the term "Wehrmacht" to differentiate between the common 
soldiers and the High Command. 

A So far as metnods and conditions at that time were concerned, since 
at that time the broad masses of the Wehrmacht first made their historical 
appearance all together, independently of what I can say in my little sector 
of it. 

Q Who gave the order regarding the collaboration with the Ukranian 
Group? You spoke yesterday of that group. 

A I mst reiterate something here, and say first of all, that this 
group was composed of citizens from various countrics, Hungarians, Czechs 
and Poles, who, because of their oppositionist attitude, were in some sort 
of unit, or had gone to Germany. ho ordered this collaboration, I cannot 
say, because at the time when these matters came up, in point of time, 
it is pretty far in the past, in the year 1938, and from then on, at i 
remember correctly. First of all, at that time, I was not even a member 
of the ‘bwehr Section, and was not in touch with the department, which I 
joined only in 1939, and took over as a functioning organism. I should 
like to add in this context, because it was also touched on yesterday, 
thet in the question of these Ukranians, it was a question of human beings, 
who were in any way connected with Germany. To be specific, a great many 


of these people, also those with whom the J.bwehr Division had anything to 
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do at that time, were in German concentration camps, and a part of these 
people were fighting for their country in Soviet-Russian partisan groups. 
Those are the facts, 

Did not admiral Canaris say to you that the chicf of the OKY, when 


the demand was made on him for Polish uniforms and equipment, demands made 


by the SS, that Keitel specifically ordered that the Abwechr Division should 


more or less let the matter drop? 

A J mentioned this matter also yesterday, and as I said then it 
was treated altogether in a mysterious way. Until after the actual occur- 
rence of the event no one seemed to know whet had or was 
place. It was finally brought out to expression when one day Keitel 

for so and so many uniforms for the operation called "Himmler," 
about, of course, via commands from Canaris 
the mattor--and this is registered in the 
of keoping this diary, I wondered how 
with Polish uniforn and I was told that these uniforms 
ccd up on such and such a day by somebody, and that was 
about the ond of the matter so faras I was concerned. 

Of course, at that moment this mattcr was only mystcrious but also 
very suspicious, particularly because of the name "Himmler," We wore 
acquainted with thet group of people from the top 1 to the man 

going to pick these things up and deliver th bo a Hauptsturnfuchrer 
of the SS. Uf course, people had their opinions on this matter; thet could 
forbidden then. 
ents yesterday rezarding the treatment of wer 
prisoners, In whet regerd was ibwehr Section II concerned with this 
problem? 
ibwehr II was simply thers. Of course, it was of the groatest 
interest to see to it that these war prisoners were treated decently, 
any intcllipence service in the world has a similar interest, 
understand you to mean that the Yivision «bwehr IT 
dmittedly concerned with problems concerning war prisoncrs? 
Not at all 
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} You spoke of this problem of the treatment of wer priscners 
in connection with the talk that took place the end of July 1941. 

i Yes, and during this conversation I was not there as a repre- 
sentative of my division but of the whole section, "Ausland Àbwehr," 
nemely, the section that has to concern itself with all these larger 
problems, ind Abwehr Section III, that had to deal with espionage, 
was of course interested in this matter because there were officers 
in these camps. And from the point of view of counter=intelligence it 
was important to know about these things, thet is to say, my division, 
nemely II, was not so concerned; it was interested in it only in connec- 
tion with the whole problem, -= such questions as whether or not people 
should be killed or treated decently. 

Q You said yesterday that the war prisoner cams in the eastern 
ficld were under the jurisdiction of the OKY, 

& Yes, the war prisoner camps as | id specifically yesterday -- 
whet I seid about this problem I know from my talk with Reinecke and 
not from my knowledge of thc orders themselves in the scnse that I might 


have seon them personally; I did not. From this conversation with 
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Reinecke the problem of war prisoners also was in the presence of 
those concerned in Abwehr, and Reinecke who was concerned with these 
things also. I knew of that order. 

Q My question dealt with the limits of the jurisdiction, Did 
you not know that in the Operation Section of the Army who had respon- 
sibility for war prisoners, and that the OK took over this responsibility 


at the nomment in which the war prisoners reached Germany? 


A Yes, I also said so yesterday, so far as my knowledge of what 


happened is concerned, namely, that the General Staff of the Army had 
prepared everything to bring these people back; that the order had 
been issued in an order to put it under them; and that the General 
Staff made the OKW responsible for the consequences of all this. What 
happened after that I can not judge; I can only say what I saw and 
heard. 

Q I thought that yesterday you expressed the conjecture -- 

A I did not express conjecture; I simply repeated what I had 
heard at that time and what I know -- I could of course be wrong -- 
from whom in the same circle in which I led my daily life, my ordinary 
contacts with Canaris or the other section chiefs, and being present 
when addresses were held, -- conversations and that sort of thing; 
matters that were discussed in this circle. It was under such cir- 
cumstances that I heard these things, which were frequently discussed. 
And as I emphasizec repeatedly, I told Reinecke to his face that 
what he himself at that time. said regarding these matters. 

Q That does not -- 

A I understand precisely what you mean. I wish to delimit it 
though as clearly as I my so that I can make clear to you what I cid 
say yesterday in order to define the specific organizational limits. 

Q But you know that as a matter of principle the OKW had charge 
of war prisoners only in Germany? 

A That is absolutely soe 

Q Could it happen that the Abwehr office that had to do with 


commando activities took an attituce such as you defined it yesterday 
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insofar as you had to do with these things from the German side, but 
you were not officially concerned with these things? 

A Not immediately, noe The Ausland Office had something to do 
with that to the extent that first of it it was guided by the purpose 
even before these things became orders; certainly at the moment that 
the order became a fact. And of course this order involved a serious 
question of international law, and of course the Abwehr Division was 
concerned in its Ausland, namely, its foreign division with such ques- 
tionse Practically my division was immediately interested in it; was 
concerned with this, because other sections of the,abwehr were so con- 
cerned. 

Q As regards the division for international law in the Ausland 
Abwehr did it take an official position toward this? 

A I said even yesterday that I had drawn up a large-scale chart 
of the operations of my Jivision, and that this chart was transmitted 
to Canaris. But what we had to deal with concretely I knew of only 
through what Buerckner said at that time. And whether this took place 
inwriting or orally in his department--objections anc counter-objections-- 
these measures were taken cognizance cf and transmitted. I can not say 
in what form this transmission tock place; whether in writing and 
then orally cr vice-versa. After the executions had actually taken 
place, on the basis of what had actually taken place, was of course 
perfectly uncerstandable. 

THE PRESIDENT; It would help the interpreter if when giving a 
very long answer like that that you pause between the intermediate 
parts of the answer. 

THE WITNESS: Shall I repeat? I don't know-- 

THE PRESIDENT: No, nos go one 
BY DOCTOR NELTE: 

Q You said something yesterday about the marking of Russian 
prisoners with brandings. Didn't you find out that a summary of this 


question was presented by the chief cf the OKW, who was at that time 


in the Fuehrer's headquarters, that this order was given telephonically; 


that it was a question of a terrible misunderstanding and which led to 
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the fact that this order was issued only in a very few copies? 

A No, I do ndt know about this, because in general I heard only 
of things that took place within the Abwehr division; things that were 
communicated to me by Canarise I knew of these things only if I re- 
ceived knowledge of them through the channels that I have described. 

You yourself did not see the order? 
Which order are you referring to? 
The one concerning the marking of Russian priscners with a brande 
No. That is exactly as in the question of the commando orders; 
I was only present at this very lively discussion of these qW stions, 
and so far as the business cf branding Russian prisoners is concerned, 
I simply remember that someone made a mecical report on how that could 
be most efficiently done. 

Q You stated yesterday that Admiral Canaris had said that the 
defendant Keitel had issued the order to do away with General Weygand. 
The Defendant Keitel denies that. Now, he would like to ask if there 
is in your possession any document or any written evidence that could 
serve as procf of the source of such a remark regarding General Weygand? 

A This order was nct transmitted in writing, but was directly 
only towards mee Of course, it came to me because I was to carry it 
out through my department. It was known in a certain circle around 
Canaris; a certain limited publicity; and I was insinuated into this 
matter through an address that Keitel held at which Iwas present and 
at which I was spoken to by Keitel on this matter. And that I have 
mace note of in my rers:nal journal. It was of course not an every-day 
affair. On December 23, 190, this tock place. 

Q Don't you remember the actual wording of the question that 
Keitel asked you? 

A Of course I can not remember the precise wording. The meaning 
of it, of course, I remember very well. The meaning was, “What has 
been done in this matter? How do things stand?" 

Q You said that you backed out in your answer. 


A I don't sgain remember the precise wording of my answer, but I 
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certainly didn't say what I had said to Canaris, namely, that I wouldn't 


mostly consider carrying out such a murder order nor that I was not the 


chief of an organization of murderers. What I actually said to Keitel -- 


I probably said something about how difficult the matter was. Any 


evasive answer that I may have thought of. 
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Q Did the chief of the OKW command, or if it was said to have 
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made such a command, namely a command to deal in this way with General 
Weygand? If he had issued such an order would not the matter involve 
the state? You didn't tell us whether after December 23,.19l0, anything 
transpired in this matter, that is to say, whether the chief of the OKW 
returned to this question. 

A No,-I didn't say that yesterday, but I frequently mentioned 
that during the interrogations that, namely the fact that after this 
time nothing further happened so far as the chief of the OKW was 
concerned, Whatever Canaris could have told me because of my acquaintance 
with him, whatever it might have been, it did not lie in the direction 
of my jurisdietion, As to the matter of Giraud, we shall come to 
that presently. 

Q It is obvious that if such an action involving the state, 
such as the murdering of General Weyzand, if such an action should have 
been ordered, and then all of a sudden nothing more is heard of it -- 
can you give me an explanation of that? 

A I can give only this explanation, which is not only mine 
but also our group's interpretation of the matter. The situation at 
that time was in fluctuations events were happening very fast; 
something was up; and we assume -~ and I shall return to this, shall 
return to why we assumed it == that this matter and the interest that 
there may have been in this aetjon, that this interest was thrust into 
the background. 

Q Do you wish to say anything else? 

A Yes. I want to say that what I am saying now bears a 
certain relationship to the affair Giraud, in which Canaris and the 
others who knew about this as the matter began hoped that it would take 
the same course as the affair Weygand; that in other words history would 
take the same course that it had taken before, namely, that éhe order 


should come perhaps from Hitler to Keitel and then from Keitel to 


Canaris and then to me, and them it would stop there. That was our hopes 


Now, the matter regarding Giraud developed, you know, Whether this was 
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right or unright I do not knows 

Q For a less important matter your assumption might hold water, 
but in such an important matter as this matter of Weygand it doesn't 
seem to me to hold water. If there had been any reason from any source 
to do away with Weygand how do you explain the fact that Weygand, who 
later was taken to Germany and put in a villa without being disturbed 
in any way and being well treated, that nothing was done to him? It 
could be understood that if the order at that time was to do away with 
him that it might have been carried out on this occasions 

A I can only answer to this that the attitude toward 
personalities in public life or personalities in foreign countries was 
quite various. There were hizh personalities who were at one moment 
thought very highly of and at the next moment were to be found in a 
concentration camp. 

Q Now, as is the case of Giraud, you said that in the same way 
Admiral Canaris in your and other people's presence said that General 
Giraud was to be done away with on orders from above? 

A Yes; that is to be assumed from the remark that Pieckenbrock 
made, that Keitel should tell these things to Hitler once and for all, 

Q So according to the communication made to you by Admiral 
Canaris, it was not an order of Keitel's but an order of Hitler's in the 
Ausland Abwehr office? 

A So far as we knew about it it was Keitel who brought the order 
to Canarise I can only assume that it may have been an order from Hitler. 
I do not know who actually gave this order, because along this line via 
Canaris on up I was excluded, It was, so far as I can see it, an order 
from Canaris, an order which I could discuss immediately with Canaris 
in the same way I can discuss it here. 

Q You yourself dicn't personally hear this order? 

A No, I did not personally hear it. 

Q But you mentioned that at a later time you were spoken to 
by Keitel about this matter? 


A The development was the same as in the case of Weygand. 
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3 You used the specific expression, as I remember yesterday, 


"killins', "elimination", was such a word used to you by 
i.sitel, 
A In my notes which I took down and which I provided 


with a date--for what reason I don't know--but the affair 


of Giraud was apparently carried further than the case of 
Jeygand. There were larger aspects to it apparently. 
~ ïou didn't answer my questione what did the defen- 
dant heital say to you on this cccasion; namely, the occasion 
when you and Canaris were pros-nt and tho question of Giraud 
was brought up? What did he say? 
A The situction was such that he mentioned the dis- 
posing of Giraud, and under much the same conditions as the 
eyga 
Ihat is your opinion, but that is not the fact. I 
wish to find out from you what hcitel actually said to youe 
In your presence, he did not use this expression "dispose of" 


A I cannot remember the precisc oxpression that he used 
but it wis perfectly clear what the general subject wase 
ion was there to do away with him if he wanted to 
was in occupicd territory. 
is what I want to speak of at this momente 
4£fter Giraud's flight and his return to Unoccupied France, 
a conference took place in Occupied France? 
a Yos, I heard of thate 
ambassador abbetz had a talk with General Giraud 
which had as its subject matter his voluntary return to 
confinemcnte 
A Yes, I heard of thate 


i 


Thon yau probably also know that at that time the 


local military authorities immediatoly called up the Fuchrer 
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by way of Faris and bolicveđd that an important communication 
was to bo made; namely, that Giraud was in Occupied France 
and could be taken prisoner? 

A I knew about this in its broad outline. 

# Then you know also that thereupon the Oh./--that is 
to say in this case, kheitcl-- decided taat that should not 
take placce 

A No, that I do not know. 

4 But you do know that Goneral Giraud wes returned to 
Unoccupicd France without havin! been harmed? 

A Yos, I do know tnat» 

, Woll, in that esse, the answer to my previous 


question can be seon without further adoa 


THE PRESIDENT: Don't go so faste 
Q@ Did you know that General Giraud's family lived in 
Occupied France? 
A Noe 
I thought the abvehr Division was charged with the 
surveillance of this scction? 
. No, by no meanse 
was asked simply to prove that the 
fomily had no opportunity to assist Genercol Giraud to escape 
and that later he refused to return to captivity. I have 
one more question which you may be able to answcre 
A I beg your pardone i.cy I return, please, to the 
question of Giraud? 
This question also has to do with General Giraude 
Very well. 
} Do you know that one day your chicf, U.noris, Saw a 


special courier from Giraud in which Giraud asked whether 


he mizht return to France? 
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No. No, I do not know about it. 


Perhaps i was not 
at the timce 


I thought it might bo in tho diarye 
A No, it is note i didn't kcep Conaris' diarye I 
iust simply mado additions to it so far as my particular 


dopartment was concecrned, but I had nothing to do with the 
diary in its cntirctye 


Thank youe 


adjourn now ror ten 
minutos e 


was taken) 


DR. OTTO KANZBUSSLaki (Counsel for amiral Docnitz) 
I would like to make motion to the tecehnnigue of tho pro- 


In tho course of the proceedings, many verman wit- 
nesses will bo heard. t vill bo important that sl 


sno statement; 
of the 
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witnesses be brou. ht correctly to the attention of the Courte In the 
hearin; of this witness I have tricc to compare the real statements of 
the witness with the En lish translation, I have observed, I elievey 
that in many points ths translation was not entirely accorcing to the 
Statcrent of the witness. 

I woule, therefors, like to sugcest that German stenosraphcrs put 

own the immediato statements of the witness so that the defenso ccunsel 

will havo the opportunity to ecmpsre the rcal statement of the witness 
with the English translation and, if necessary, to make a motion to correct 
the translation, That is all, 

THE RRESIDENT: Yos, ir, Justice Jackson, 

JUSTICE JACKSON: I just want to inform tho Court anc the Counsel, 
in connection with the observation that has just ‘een mace, that that 
has been anticipated and that overy statement of the witness is recorded 
in German so that if any question arises, if Counsel addresses a motion 
to it, the testimony can be verificd, 

THE PRESIDEYT: Is that German record available to cefendants! 
counsel? 

JUSTICE JACKSON: I con't think it is, It is not, so far as I know. 
It would not be available unless there were seme occasion for ite 

THE RESIDENT: It is transcrited, I suppose? 

JUSTICE JACKSON: I con't know how far that proccss is carricc, I 
will consult with the technicians and advise about it, but I know that it 
is prescrvece The extent of ny knowlecge is that it is preserved in such 
form that, if a question coes ariso, it can Le accurately determined by 
the Tribunal,.so that if they call attention to some particular thing, 
cithcer the witness can correct it or wo can have the record procuced. It 
would not be pravticahle to make the recorcing available without making 
reproducing; machines availa*le, While I am not a technician in that ficld, 
I would not think it would be practicable to place that at their disposale 

THE PRESIDENT: Wouldn't it be practical to have a transcription made 
of the shorthand notes in German and, within the course of one or two days 


after the ovicence has been given, place that transcription in the cofene 
È ’ $ 
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cants! counsel room? 


JUSTICE JACKSON: I think that is bcing cone. I think perhaps 


3 


Colonel Dostert can explain just what is being done better than I can 
beeause he is the technician in this ficld. I am sure thet no difficulty 
need arise over the matter of correct translationse 

COLONEL DOSTERT: Your Honors, the reports of the proceedings are 
taken dom in all four languages and every word spoken in German is taken 
down in German by German court stenocgrapherse The notes are then transe 


1 


cried and can be mace availa-le to defense counsel. 


Ne : 


liorcover, there is 
a mechanical recorcin:, device which reszistcrs every single word spoken 
in any languaço in the ccurtroom, and in the case of dovbe about the 
euthenticity of the reports! notes, we have the further verification of 
the mechanical recording, so that defense counsel should have every 
opportunity to check the authenticity of the translation, 


JUSTICE J..CKSON: I am advised further by Colonel Dostert that twenty- 


v 


% 


of the German transcript are being cclivered to the defense 
DR. OTTO KRANZBUSHLER:; Mre President, I was not informed that the 

Gorman testimony is bein: taken down in shorthand in German, I uncecre 

stand that the documents have been translated. If German shorthand is 


` 


cing taken in the Court, I withcraw ny motione 

THE INESIDENT: I think we should get on faster if the defendants! 
couns.l, befors makin: moticns, inquire into the matters about which they 
are makin. the pn eee 
DR. FRITZ SAUTER (For the acfencant Von Ribbentrop) I would like 


t- ask a few questicns of the witnesse 
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Q Witness, you have proviovsły said that at some time an 
Order was given, accordin; to which, ?ussian prisoners of war were 
marked in a certain manner and that these orders had been taken 
back by the Defendant Keitcl. You did say that, didn't you? 

Yes, I have said that I have knowledge of it, 

Q This is interesting to me and I would like to have 
your remarks as to whethor you ‘mow about this matter == that 
Ribbentrop said that whon the time cane to mark Russian prisoners 
of war, he imacdiately, in his capacity as 2cichs Torcien iinistor, 
went to the Fuchror's ilcadquarters to inform “cneral Field | arshal 
Keitel of this Order and had pointed out to hin that he, Ribbentrop, 


in his capacity of Forcign ‘inistor, in other words, as tiie protector 


of international risnts, that he objected to such treatment of 


Russian prisoners of var, 

I would be interested to know, witness, whether in your circles 
somethin; has been said of who informed Keitel of this order and who 
asked him to retract it? 

À TI have not been informed on that except that this intention 
had existed and, as I have previously said, this was not carried out, 

Then I have another question, 

“itness, you have spoken of remarks of the Defendant 
Ribbentrop yesterday, csvecially of onc statonent, tnat an uprising 
should be put into cffect in roland; all Polish farm houses should 
ge up in flames and all Jews should be killed, 

YeSe That is just about the way the statement ran yesterday, 

ilow, later on, I believe in answering a question of one of 
the nussen prosecutors, you amplified your statement that you had 
talked of an Ordcr of the Defendant Ribbentrop, I would now like to 
know whether you really meant to say that it was really a matter of an 
Order from Ribventrop to a military departnent? 

A NO e 


Just a minute pleasc, so that you can answer both togothor, 
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< would also like to remind you that yesterday, in tho 
first treatnent of this natter, you spoke of dircetions which I 
believe your superior officer had supposedly received fron 
Ribventrop? 

A io, it was not ny superior officcre This was Canarise 
I voule. lilie to say, to clarify this matter, It was a matter that 
was taken up on the 12 of September, 1939, in the l'uehrer's train, 
These ncetings took place within tho following tines: 

At first a necting took place between Reichs Toreicn 
sinister Ribbentrop and Canaris in his train, where general 
political questions in regard to Poland were raised, I was 
prescnt at the tine, and including the subject of the Ukraine and 
Poland. . orc about the first meeting, I do not nov, 

Later another meeting took placc in the train of Xeitel 
and in this mocting, the then Chief of the OK, Keitel, swam arizcd 
and amplificd these political directions, given by Ribbentrop, in 
regard to the treatment of the Polish problem, as to the political 
point of vic,and he mentioned several possibilitics -= we could 
do this or this could happen, this case mizht be possible, In 
connection with that he said: "You, you Canaris, have to start 
an uprising with the organization of tlic Ukraine, which must have 
as its aim Poles and Jars," 

Then thirdly, not at a sxecial meeting, but just as a matter of 
conversation between Ribbentrop and Canaris in connection with this 
subject, this renark was made casually, with a nore anplificd statement 
of the intention, hoy this uprising, or whatever was to happen, would 
mean and I remember very clearly that he said, "The farms must go up 
in flancs," 

Sanaris later on spoke with me in this connection, in regard 
to this remark and this is what happened, Dircctions or orders were 

given by Keitel and Canaris repeated them, one of which was as to the 


burning of farms, which I romomber very clearly, 
> J J 
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THE PRSSIDINT: It would assist the Tribunal if one question 
at a time were asked and if the witnesses would answer "yes" or "no" 
to the question asked and explain, if they must. afterwards, But 
questions and answers should be put as shortly as possible and only 
onc question should be asked at a tine, 

Q (continuing) ilow, witness, something else has come to 
ny attention, 

THs PSD: You heard what I said did jou? Do you 
understand it? 

Q (continuing) This has come to my attention, esterday 
you said that these ronarks of Ribbentrop are not in the diary. 

A lo == this is not from the diary but a statement together 
with the diary of Canarise this is a remark which was =-=- 

Q You also said yesterday that these remarks have 
especially comc to your attentione 

A Yess 

Q And today, you said the then Coloncl General Blaskowitz, 
also made such romarks, You also mentioned, however, that these 
remarks from Dlaskowitz, were apparently not put into the diary. 

å ilo, I have == 

Q Now, I vould like to know, and I would like you to answer 
this questions; why is this remark of the defendant Ribbentrop, 
though it had come to your special attention, why has it not been 
entered especially in the diary? 

A As to Blaskowitz, I have to say the following, and I 
repeate 

I have said first, I had not heard during the mecting that 
the subject Plaskovitz was mentioned in this way and I cannot 
expect that this subject had fallen into this category, otherwise 
it would have been put dom in the diary. It can also be s Of course, 
that the natter Blaskowitz was discussed at tho tine when I was not 


right there, or which I didn't hear at the time, I have only put 
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down what I have heard or what Canaris told me to recall. 
Q But you heard that yoursclf fron Ribbentrop? 
A Yes, but the most important was not altered, It was 
a matter of extermination, of the burning of fams; according to 
the sense of it, it was a terroristic measure, 
Q Did von Ribbentrop really talk of killing Jews, of 
beating Jews to death? 
A Yes, I do remember correctly this particular remark 
he nade to Canaris, because Canaris did not only talk to me 
but with others, talked to them in Vienna and he also called 
upon ne as a witness, You hoard that too. That was not 
concluded at the tine but these words have always been discusscde 
“Hex 
Q \Jitness, something Èlsce You have told us about > 
intended murder, which you or your department, and other officcss 
have been ordered to carry ouble lave you at any police station 
made any kind of a report? I would like to point out that failure 
of doing such a thing, accorđing to German right, has to be punished 
with prison, or in some serious cascs, with death, 
A Well, when you talk about German right, I cannot follow yous 
an not a lawyer, I am just a simple mane 
Q <Accordins to my knowledge, according to Austrian lav, this 
also punishable. 
A But at that tinc ine Austrian law was not practically uscd, 
far as I mowe 
THU PRESIDINTs It is too fast. 
q (continuing) In other words, any report or a report to 


any police has never been made on your part? 
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4 Since I have made many official reports, about hundreds of thousands 
of murders, which I knew about and which are in the records, like the shoot- 
ings, but all the things I had knowledge of, whether I wanted to know about 
them or not, unfortunately I was in the midst of them. 

Q This is not a matter of shootings that had been executed and that 
could no longer be prevented, but about things that would have been pos- 
sible to prevent, that is the difference. 

i. I can only answer, why has that person who received this order at 
first hand, why didn't he do the same thing? Why didn't Hitler make a 
report, for instance? 

Q You, as a general of the German Wehrmacht, should have asked Hitler. 

å I am sorry, you overestimate my rank, I had only been a general in 
the German Wehrmacht since the first of January, 19h45. «at that time I wa 
Lt. Colonel of the High Command and later Colonel of the General Staff, not 
in the General Staff. 

Q But, in 1938, right after Hitler's attack on Austria, you had im- 
mediately madc a request to be taken into the German ichrmacht by Hitler, 

A I have not made a request, and I didn't have to do this, åt those 
places where I was in service, I was know for my activity. I was working 
in the sustrian Government, in my very circumscribed activities, with the 
German Wehrmacht concerning outer Austrian matters -- not only the German 
Wehrmacht, but also with the decisions of the Austrian Government as well 
as with Hungarian and Italian mattcrs. Those were matters of politics 
which were not in my domain. 

But, I believe, witncss, your memory plays tricks on you, because you 
were immediately after Hitler's arrival in Austria, in the High Command, and 
as you previously denied, you have tried to receive a commission in the German 
Wehrmacht. You had also made out a questionnaire, in which you have given 
your complete -- you had sworn to jdolph Hitler, 

i Yes, of course, I had done it, as everybody else had done who was in 
such a position and who was transfered from one place to another, in their 


old capacity. 
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Q Before you said you did not try to get this position and I have been 
informed that you espccially went in the company of two or threo other 
officers; you went especially to Berlin, in order to ask the German General- 
stab Chicf Beck, to put you into the German Army as an Austrian officer. 

i I am very glad thet you are talking about this, especially to clarify 
my position. It do not think it was necessary for me to make an application 
for my new position in the German Wehrmacht. I was in my military activi- 
ties, just as any military attache. I was known and whoever was a military 
attache in the country to which he has been accredited -- 

Moreover, why I have come up so fast, that I can easily explain. 

I have said that in my iustrian activities and in the collaboration, which 
was not determincd by me, but from the Austrian Departments -- the Justrian 
Information Service was one of mine -= that the Information Service was 
directed against the neighboring country of Czechoslovakia -= Czechoslovakia 
was the country that was next after Austria. Therefore, it was natural that 
my later Chief, Canaris, who knew me from my former position, was very much 
interested to have me come up into his department. He was the one and also 
Beck, whom I saw, actually saw, and I can tell you and others also know 

it and cverything thet I am saying now, everything that General Beck told me 
at that time. | 

Q Then, it is true you did go to Berlin to try to be transferred into 
the German Wehrmacht, which you formerly denied? 

i. No, that is not true, I had not tried to do this. Others have 
done it, I did not go, I flew there. Canaris tried to, whe knew me, 
not only in my militery capacity, but also in uy political belicfs, just as 
General Colonel Beck, who was inforred by Canaris about me. I tried to 
get there, but others have done this for reasons which have only been 
cleared to me later on, because they did know my political beliefs, just as 
well as my justrian commander, who knew about this. Many cculd not be 
this, that's the way it was. 


DR. SAUTER: I have no other questions of this witness. 


718 
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THE PRESIDENT: Before the cross-examination I wish to announce that 
there will be nc public session of the Tribunal this afternoon, 

DR. STAHMER: I am for the defendant Goering, and I would like to address 
a few questions to the witness. 
CROSS=EXAMINLTION BY DR. STAHMER; 

Q Witness, if I understood you correctly, you said yesterday, 
inner basic conviction cf General Canaris, that the war on Poland, 
which was not successful, was the end of Germany and our misfortune. This mis- 
fortune, however, would become greater by a triumph of the system which was the 
purpose of General Canaris to prevent. 

4 With one exception, you did not understand me. He did not 
succeed in doing it, but the attack, which was not able to be prevented, 
because Canaris could neither hinder -- 

Q Is it known to you that Admiral Canaris, within the first six 
years, had very ective organizations and large sabotage orgenizations 
behind the front and that he was very active for these organizations? 

L This is naturally known to me, and I heve some time ago, I have 
informed the American departments who have been interested in this, 
some time aro, 

Q Well, how is that possible? This would not be in conformity 
with his inner political beliefs. 

A This is explainable, that in the circles which were in his 
activities, that he could never talk as he actually believed, and thou- 
sands of others could not talk that way cither. But he had certain 
ways of talking, not what he said, but what he had to say; in other 
words, to follow certain aims an? how it was done and that I know 
and othurs know too, yes. 


Q This is not a question of what he has said, but of what he has 


actually done. He has not only proposed such measures, but he has 


also applied himself to the cxecution, is this true? 
4 He had, of course, within the activities, in order to keep 
his position, he had to enforce then because in this activity it was 


necessary for him to 
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stay there and that in 1939 would not have happened what actually 
happened in 1945, that Himmler finally zot his hands into everything, 
and I would like to give you these two figures, Canaris and Hirmler, 
and I would like to ask what would have happened if ==- 

Q In this connection, I would like to ask the following 
questionse 

Is it known to you that Admiral Canaris, during the first 
years of the war, had good connections with the SS and the necessity 
of close cooperation with the SS; that he emphasized this repeatedly 
so that the defendant Goering had given the advice that he should be 
more independent in his military — 

THE PRESIDENT: You are going too quickly and I do not think 
you are observing what I said just now, that it will help the Tribunal 
if you will ask one question at a time. 

DR. STAHMER: The question I would like to summarize this 
way; whether the witness knows that Admiral Canaris, during the first 
years of the war, had good connections with the SS and recognized the 
necessity of close cooperation with the formation and that he always 
emphasized this. 

THE WITNESS: Yes, this is known to Me» I also know why. 

Q (Continuing) And why, please? 

A Because he’ was in the position to see and to know, to be 
informed, what was going on with these people and that he had the 
possibility to act if and when it was necessarye 

Q Was it the problem of your organization, of the department 
of Canaris, to give the military organizations information in good time? 

A I do not understand what you mean as to organizations with 
reference to Canaris. 

Q Of your office, of the office of Canaris? 

A Why of course, the Department I, sure. 

Q Now, according to my information the American troop 
landings in North Africa, this was information that was not given by 


your office? 
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A I do not know, I am not made responsible for my office, 
This is a question of the Oberst Pieckenbrock, but not for me. No, 

I did not knowe 

Q For the case Rowil, yesterday you said that the Colonel 
of the Air Forces, Rowil, was leading a special troop which had the 
jæ of giving information on the Polish campaign, and you also said that 
“S~lanel Rowil went to see Admiral Canaris and to report on the result 
of these flighte, Is that true? 

A Yes. Hew shoulda I otherwise knew how I knew about it, 

I have not invented ite 

Q I didn't say that, 

“How did Colonel Rowil eome to tell you about this? 

A I believe I said that yesterday, because the department 
Ausland Abwehr, the Upper Department l, had the job to do so. 

Q Have you yourself seen the pictures thet were made over 
England? 

Yes, I hav. seen them, 
When and where have these pictures been shown tc you? 

A In the Office of Canaris, and they were not given to me, it 
was none of my business, I happened to be theres, I was just 
interested to see what was going one 

Q What did these pictures show? 

A I do not remember that any more, the details. They were some 
pictures that were made from airplanes. 

Q Well, if I understand you correctly, the pictures were 
not shown you? 

A It was none of my business, I was there as an interested 
listener, and it was just as I previously told, 

Q Did Rowil give any written reports about these test 
flights? 

A Ido not know, 


Q You do not know? 
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You said Rowil made flights from Budapest later? 

A Yess 

Q Do you know that of your own knowledge or information? 

A I know it because the information I got at that time, 
according to the diary, and because at that time I was present at 
Budapest, and I was asked, because I was there, to attend a Dedication 

Ceremony at the Palace. 

Q And why were these flights executed from Budapest? 

A I said that already yesterday. The gentlemen of the 
Air Force have to give an answer to that, I do not know. 

DR. DIX (Counsel for defendant Schacht): You probably do not 
know mee I am the attorney for the defendant Schacht. 
CROSS—EXAMINATION BY DR. DIX: 

Q Do you, witness, know Captain Staruenck from the Abw2hr? 

A I would like you to tell me something about the name. The 
name alone, I do not know what belongs to it. Give me a few points 
that will refresh my memory. 

Q He is a lawyer who was a reserve officer in the Abwehr, I 
do not know in what department, but I would say it was in the 


department of Pieckenbrock, However, 
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if you do not know I will not ask you anything further. 

A If he was with Pieckenbrock I do not know hime I knew a few. Is 
Staruenck still alive? Has he been executed? 

DR: DIX: For the information of the Court, I only ask this question 
because I have asked Colonel Staruenck as a witness, and he has already been 
admitted. 

Q (Continuing ) However, if you do not know him I will not ask you 
anything further. | 

A Well, it is only what I have already said. As to the question wheth« 
he is still alive, something came back to me; that this man, in connection 
with others that I know very well, it micht be he was killed, but I cannot 
put it any more precisely. 

DR. FRITZ (Counsel for defendant Fritsche): I would like to ask a few 
questions of the witness. 

CROSS~EXM.IINATION BY DR. FRITZ: 

Q Witness, is it known to you that the defendant Fritsche, after May 
1942, was transferred to the Sixth Army as a soldier and at that time, for the 
first time, heard of an order for execution, The Oberkommander of the 
Sixth Army, Paulus, he recommended to him that this order be retracted. 

The leaflets were thrown all over Russia, 

THE PRESIDENT: Will you ask one question at a time? What you have just 
asked are three or four questions, | 

Q (Continuing) Well, after I have said this, is it know to you that 
Fritsche gave Paulus the advice to rescind the order? 

A That was already given to his Army. Will you kindly give me this 
within a certain time? 

Q That was the Russian campaign, the things which were talked about, 
mostly in May 1942% 

A Noe In connection with the person Fritsche, this is not know to 
Meg In connection with the name Reichenau, which was mentioned before, I 
do remember a conversation between Reichenau and Canaris, That for me was 
very impressive, and Reichenau's conception and judgment of things in this 


conversation, in this circle, where there were several other gentlemen 
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presente It was shown to me entirely different from how it was generally 


expected, and as I also thought of it. But furthermore, I do not know 
anything concrete, anything in connection with the question you directed to TE g 

Q This question also, that is, is it not a fact that Paulus, then 
really rescinded the order for the jurisdiction of his Army? 

A No, not in connection with the name Paulus, but in general I believe 
I also said yesterday that several Army Commanders, whose names are no longer 
in. y memory today, all those names that have been recorded, I have already 
informed you aboute 
CROSS-EXAMINATION BY DR. KAUFFI'ANN (Counsel for defendant Kaltenbrunner): 

Q Do you know r.e Kaltenbrunner? 

A Kaltenbrunner? I met Kaltenbrunner once in ny lifce I have 
seen Kaltenbrunner once in my life on a date that will always be in my memory, 
I heard him there. It was also the first meeting between Canaris and 
Kaltenbrunner. It tock place in Munich in the Regina Hotel, and it was on 
that day when the two young people, a student and his sister, were arrested 
and executede They distributed leaflets from the auditorium of the 
University. I read the contents of the leaflets, I remember, and I also 
remember, among other things, that there was an appeal tc the Wehrmacht on 
this day. 

I can easily reconstruct that daye It was the first and last time 
that I saw Kaltenbrunner, whose name has been known to mee Of course, 
Kaltenbrunner mentioned this subject to Canaris, and witnesses were there, 
@d everybody was under the terrible impression of what had happened, and 
Kaltenbrunner spoke about that to Canaris in a manner of which cynicism 
would be a very mild descriptione This is the only thing that I can say 
to this question. 

Q Kaltenbrunner said Himmler had taken over the entire executive for 
himself, and he had only Information Service. Is this in accord with the 
conversation that you just mentioned? 

A I would like you to know in what connection that should be, that is 
the matter Kaltenbrunner and Himmler, the power politics which took place, 


to this very plaincescription of an event. I can give you the names and they 
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were very impressive. 
CROSS~EXAMINATION BY DR. BOEHM: (Counsel for SA): 

Q You were asked yesterday whether the orders as to the treatment 
of Soviet prisoners of war was known to the leaders of the SA and other 
organizations, and your answer was that these orders must have been known 
and I would now like to ask you who these leaders were at the time and what 
were their names? 

A Who they were and what their nares were, of course I do not know. 
I have also stated explicitly yesterday why I said so. They should have been 
known to you and a large circle, because from everything that became obvious 
from these orders and what, of course, was in a very natural way, was known 
by the return of wounded people. 

Q In other words, it was only an opinion of yours but in no way a 
fact based on your information? 

A It was note I have never spoken to any S^i leader about it. 
never had anything to do with them, and I do not think any one of them 


knows me closelye 
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Q. Could you make a statement on this, that is, that the orders 
which were pier yesterday were given to the formations of the SA, em- 
phasizing SA? 

A. Would you kindly formulate that question again? 

Qe Could you make another statement, whether it was known to you 
whether the contents of these orders, which were talked about yester- 
Jay, were sent to formations of the SA through channels? 

Ae No, not through channels, ne, but in the way I have pre- 
viously indicated; in other words, that members of the SA who were 
also in the Wehrmacht would see outside actually what haprened, and 
when they came back or came in contact with them, that they talked 
about the Jews as anyone else woulde It was only in this connection-- 

Qe Is it known to you whether members of the SA had anything to 
do, at all, with the manngement of the prisoners of war? 


Ae VWithin the frame of the employment of SA in the Wehrmacht, 


Have you any personal information on that? 
No, I never said thate I said I had already talked about 
the She 
Qe I have asked you what leaders of the SA formaticns have 
knewn about it and you yourself answered that they shculd have known 
ite 
Ae I said the leaders of these organizations, in this way, have 
known about ite 
Qe And today I ask you whether the specific formations of the 
SA had received these ordcerse 
Ae I can only repeat what I said yesterday, ani I think I was 
very clear on thé subject, in other words, how these orders, that I 
did not read myself, but I know the effects anyway - 
Qe I can imagine myself how this happened, but I have asked you 
whether you know anything about having these orders actually given 
to the SA? 


Ae Noe 
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Qe You do not know? Is anything known to you that members of 
the SA were employed for the supervision of prisonets of war, according 
to your personal information? 

Ae Yes, because I, myself, on a trip to the Army Grou; North, 

I once got hold of an Si man, who kicked a Russian prisoner of war and 
I told him off, accordingly. Surely s.mewhere I have this in my records, 
and also an Arbeitsdienst Mann, 

Qe Have you reported any of these incidents to any superior 
officers? 

Ae I have reported it to my superior cfficers, also my reports 
about these trips, either orally or in written shape, I have reported 
this, and on many of these occasions @iscussiocns hac taken place. 

Qe Have you got anything in your records? 

Ae Yes. 


Qe Will you kindly present these? 


(Discussion between Counsel and witness in German, not translated). 


Ae I am looking it upe This is about the Arbeitsdienst Mann, 

document + 

It is not about the SA? 

I do not have it here. I would have to look it upe 

Is there any possibility that you might find some records? 

I would have to have the possibility of having the entire 
material which the American authorities have, and I would have to 
look through it thoroughly for this ane possibility. 

DR. GEORG BOEHM (Counsel for S.A.): I will ask the Court to 
have it made possible at some time. 

BY DR. BOEHM: 

Qe I would also like to ask you if you have any other information 
that SA members, who you previcusly saic were employed in supervisory 
capacities, were made to execute these orders according to statements 
about Russian prisoners of war. 

Ae No, not versonally. 


Re Thank youe 
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DR. STAHWER: (Counsel for Goering): I would like to ask the 
Court for a fundamental ruling, whether the defendant also has the 
right to personally ask the witness questions. According to the 
German Charter, Paragraph 16, I believe this is permissible without 
a doubt, 

THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal will consider the point you have 


raised and will let you know later. 
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heard, I am sure, if there was any probability of that view being 
taken by the Tribunal, 

THE PRESIDENT: Perhaps we had better hear you now then, 
Mre Justice Jackson. 

JUSTICE JACKSON: Well, I think it is very clear that these 
provisions are mutually exclusive. Each has the right to conduct his 
own defense or to have the assistance of counsel. Certainly this 


would become a performance rather than a trial if we go into that 


sort of thing. In framing this Charter, we anticipated the possibility 


that some of these defendants, being lawyers themselves, might conduct 
their own defenses. If they do so, of course they have all the 
privileges of counsel. If they avail themselves of the privilege 
of counsel, they arc not, we submit, entitled to be heard in person. 
DR, STAHMER: I would like to point out once more that 
Paragraph 16-A, according to my opinion, speaks very clearly for my 
point of view, and says that the defendant has the right, either 
personally or through his attorney, to present evidence, and according 
to the German text it is clear that the defendant has the right to 
cross examine each witness called by the prosecution. 


THE FRESIDENT: Does any other German counsel, 
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defendant's counsel, wish to cross-examine the prisoner? 

DR. SERVATIUS (counsel for Sauekel): I would only like to point 
out that in the written forms that have been given to us by the Court, 
the defendant as well as his lawyer can make amoticn. There is room 
for two signatures on the questionnaire. I request, therefore, thet 
the defencant himself have the right tc speak on the floor. 

THE FRESIDENT: What I asked was whether any other defendants! 
counsel wished to cross examine the witness. 

(Dr. Boehm approached the bench) 

THE FRESIDENT: What is it? Would you put the earphones on, 
please, unless you understand English. 

What is it you want to ask now? You have alreacy corss examined 
the witness. 

DR. BOEHM: Yes, I have cross examined him, but I have heard from 
him that he has written statements, that he mas mace a report, accord- 
ing to something he has witnessed. I cannot dismiss the witness as 
yer. 

I would like to make a moticn that it be made possible for the 
witness from the prosecution to lick through all the reports anc all 
the records, and we will have the possibility to go through all tae 
materials. 


THE PRESIDENT: I think you must conclude your cress examination 


DR. BOEHM: Surely. 
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THE PRESIDENT: The Court thinks it would be better if you want 
to make any further application with reference to this witness, that 
you should make it in writing later. 

DR. BOEHM: Yes. 

THE PRESIDENT: Then, as no other defendant's Counsel wishes to 
cross-examine the witness, the Tribunal will now retire for the 
purpose of considering the question raised by Dr. Stahmer as to 
whether a defendant has the right to cross-examine as well as his 


own Counsel. 


(Whereupon at 1,10 p.m. a short recess was taken.) 


THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal. has carefully considered the 
question raised by Dr. Stahmer, and it holds that defendants who are 
represented by Counsel have not the right to cross-examine 
witnesses. They have the right to be called as witnesses themselves 
and to make a statement at the end of the trial. 

Do the Prosecutors wish to ask any questions of this witness 
in re-examination? 

COLONEL AMEN: Just one question, your Lordship. 

THE PRESIDENT: Let the witness come back here. 

COLCNEL MAYS: He was taken away. 

THE PRESIDENT: Taken away? 

COLCNEL MAYS: That's right. He was taken away by some 
Captain who brought him here for the trial. They have sent after 
him now. 

THE PRESIDENT: Do you know how far he has been taken away? 

COLCNEL MAYS: No, Sir, I do not. I will find out immediately. 

THE PRESIDENT: Colonel Amen, are the questions that you wish 
to ask of sufficient importance for the Tribunal to wait for this 
witness or for him to be recalled on Monday? 

COLCVEL AMEN: I don't believe so, your Lordship. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well then. The Tribunal will adjourn, and 
it will be understood that in the future no witness will be removed 
whilst he is under examination from the precincts of this Court 


without the orders of the Tribunal. 
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COLONEL AMEN: I don't know hew that happened, your Lordship. 


I understood he was here. 


(Whereupon, at 13.0 hours, the Hearing of the 


Tribunal adjourned.) 





